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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments, see p6-8, filed September 12, 2005, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1,4,6,8,11,13 under 35 USC 102(b) have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, 
a new ground(s) of rejection is made. 

2. With regard to applicant's argument that the Seo et al. reference (USPN 6838836) does 
not qualify as prior art under 35 USC 102(b), the examiner agrees and therefore the rejection is 
withdrawn. A new rejection is made under 35 USC 102(e) (see below). 

With regard to applicant's argument that Seo et al. fail to disclose the use of a light 
emitting polymer, the examiner respectfully disagrees. Seo et al. do disclose the use of a light 
emitting polymer (see column 5, lines 30-40). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



4. Claims 1,4,6,8,11,13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Seo et 
al. (U.S. Patent 6838836). 
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With regard to claim 1 , 

Seo et al. disclose an organic light emitting device capable of white light emissions, the 
device comprising at least one light emissive polymer and at least one small molecule material 
in two layers adjacent to each other, wherein the at least one small molecule material has a 
wide enough band gap and a high enough electron mobility to function as both a hole blocking 
layer and an electron transport layer (column 12, line 52 - column 13 line 10, and column 5, 
lines 30-40)). 

With regard to claim 4, 

Seo et al. disclose the organic light emitting device, wherein the at least one small 
molecule material comprises bathocuproine (BCP) (column 12, line 52 - column 13, line 10). 

With regard to claim 6, 

Seo et al. disclose the organic light emitting device, wherein the device has a multilayer 
structure on a substrate, the multilayer structure comprising a plurality of layers starting from 
the substrate in the following order: (a) an anode; (b) at least one hole injection layer or hole 
transport layer; (c) the at least one light emissive polymer; (d) the at least one small molecule 
material; (e) one or more electron transport layers; and (f) a cathode (column 12, line 52 - 
column 13, line 28, and fig 6). 

With regard to claim 8, 

Seo et al. disclose a method for making an organic light emitting device capable of white 
light emissions, the method comprising: forming a bi-Iayer comprising a light emissive polymer 
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and a small molecule material in two layers adjacent to each other, wherein the small molecule 
material has a wide enough band gap and a high enough electron mobility to function as both a 
hole-blocking layer and an electron transport layer; and incorporating the bi-layer into an 
organic light emitting device (column 12, line 52 - column 13, line 10, and fig 6). 

With regard to claim 11, 

Seo et al. disclose the method, wherein the small molecule material comprises 
bathocuproine (BCP) (column 12, line 52 - column 13, line 10). 

With regard to claim 13, 

Seo et al. disclose the method further comprising forming a multilayer structure on a 
substrate, the multilayer structure comprising a plurality of layers starting from the substrate in 
the following order: (a) an anode; (b) at least one hole injection layer hole transport layer; (c) 
the at least one light emissive polymer; (d) the at least one small molecule material; (e) one or 
more electron transport layers; and (0 a cathode (column 12, line 52-column 13, line 28, 
column 5, lines 30-40, and fig 6). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Application/Control Number: 10/712,093 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2879 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

6. Claims 2,7,9,14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Seo et 
al. as applied to claims 1 ,8 above, and further in view of Duggal et al. (U.S. Pre-grant 
Publication 2001/003135). 

With regard to claim 2, 

Seo et al. disclose the organic light emitting device. 

Seo et al. do not disclose an at least one light emissive polymer comprising a 
polyfluorene-based blue light emissive polymer. 

Duggal et al. do disclose an at least one light emissive polymer comprising a 
polyfluorene-based blue light emissive polymer (paragraph 62). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the polyfluorene-based blue light emissive polymer of Seo et al. into the device 
of Seo et al. in order to provide a light emitter that lasts well (paragraph 62 of Duggal et al.). 



With regard to claim 7, 
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Seo et al. disclose the organic light emitting device, wherein the device has a multilayer 
structure on a substrate, the multilayer structure comprising a plurality of materials starting 
from the substrate in the following order (column 13, lines 5-28, and fig 6): indium tin oxide 
(ITO) (column 2, lines 20-21), polyethylenedioxythiophene (PDOT) (column 7, lines 20-38), a 
light emissive layer, bathocuproine (BCP) (column 12, line 53 -column 13, line 4), tris(8- 
hydroxy-quinoline)aluminum (Alq.sub.3) (column 12, lines 53-60), sodium fluoride (NaF) or 
lithium fluoride (LiF), and aluminum (Al) (column 13, lines 20-28). 

Seo et al. do not disclose the light emissive layer being a polyfluorene-based blue light 
emissive polymer. 

Duggal et al. do disclose an at least one light emissive polymer comprising a 
polyfluorene-based blue light emissive polymer (paragraph 62). 

Utilizing the reasoning in the rejection of claim 2, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate the polyfluorene-based light 
emissive polymer of Duggal et al. into the device of Seo et al. 

With regard to claim 9, 

Seo et al. disclose the method of making an organic light emitting device. 

Seo et al. do not disclose an at least one light emissive polymer comprising a 
polyfluorene-based blue light emissive polymer. 

Duggal et al. do disclose an at least one light emissive polymer comprising a 
polyfluorene-based blue light emissive polymer (paragraph 62). 

Utilizing the reasoning in the rejection of claim 2, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate the polyfluorene-based light 
emissive polymer of Duggal et al. into the method of Seo et al. 
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With regard to claim 14, 

Seo et al. disclose the method of making an organic light emitting device, comprising 
forming a multilayer structure on a substrate, the multilayer structure comprising a plurality of 
materials starting from the substrate in the following order (column 13, lines 5-28, and fig 6): 
indium tin oxide (ITO) (column 2, lines 20-21), polyethylenedioxythiophene (PDOT) (column 7, 
lines 20-38), a light emissive layer, bathocuproine (BCP) (column 12, line 53 -column 13, line 
4), tris(8-hydroxy-quinoline)aluminum (Alq.sub.3) (column 12, lines 53-60), sodium fluoride 
(NaF) or lithium fluoride (LiF), and aluminum (Al) (column 13, lines 20-28). 

Seo et al. do not disclose the light emissive layer being a polyfluorene-based blue light 
emissive polymer. 

Duggal et al. do disclose an at least one light emissive polymer comprising a 
polyfluorene-based blue light emissive polymer (paragraph 62). 

Utilizing the reasoning in the rejection of claim 2, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to incorporate the polyfluorene-based light 
emissive polymer of Duggal et al. into the method of Seo et al. 

7. Claims 3,10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Seo et al. 
as applied to claims 1,8 above, and further in view of Adachi et al. (U.S. Pre-grant Publication 
2002/0113545). 

With regard to claim 3, 

Seo et al. disclose the organic light emitting device. 
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Seo et al. do not disclose the at least one small molecule material having a lowest 
unoccupied molecular orbital (LUMO) value between the LUMO values of two adjacent layers 
of the at least one small molecule material. 

Adachi et al. do disclose the at least one small molecule material having a lowest 
unoccupied molecular orbital (LUMO) value between the LUMO values of two adjacent layers 
of the at least one small molecule material (Device II of fig 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the LUMO relationship disclosed by Adachi et al. into the light emitting device of 
Seo et al. in order to provide a hole blocking layer that also acts as an electron transport layer. 

With regard to claim 10, 

Seo et al. disclose the method of making an organic light emitting device. 

Seo et al. do not disclose the at least one small molecule material having a lowest 
unoccupied molecular orbital (LUMO) value between the LUMO values of two adjacent layers 
of the at least one small molecule material. 

Adachi et al. do disclose the at least one small molecule material having a lowest 
unoccupied molecular orbital (LUMO) value between the LUMO values of two adjacent layers 
of the at least one small molecule material (Device II of fig 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to incorporate the LUMO relationship disclosed by Adachi et al. into the method of making a 
light emitting device of Seo et al. in order to provide a hole blocking layer that also acts as an 
electron transport layer. 
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8. Claims 5,12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Seo et al. 
(as above). 

With regard to claim 5, 

Seo et al. disclose the organic light emitting device. 

Seo et al. do not disclose the at least one light emissive polymer being formed by a 
solution-cast process and the at least one small molecule material is formed by an evaporation 
process. 

Seo et al. disclose forming layers by a solution-cast process and by an evaporation 
process (column 11, lines 60-67, and column 12, lines 1-6) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to form the layers disclosed by Seo et al. utilizing either of the processes disclosed by Seo et 
al., as both processes are well known and widely used in forming the various layers of organic 
light emitting devices. 

With regard to claim 12, 

Seo et al. disclose the method of making an organic light emitting device. 

Seo et al. do not disclose the at least one light emissive polymer being formed by a 
solution-cast process and the at least one small molecule material is formed by an evaporation 
process. 

Seo et al. disclose forming layers by a solution-cast process and by an evaporation 
process (column 11, lines 60-67, and column 12, lines 1-6) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to form the layers disclosed by Seo et al. utilizing either of the processes disclosed by Seo et 
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al., as both processes are well known and widely used in forming the various layers of organic 
light emitting devices. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Christopher M. Raabe whose telephone number is 571-272-8434. The 
examiner can normally be reached on m-f 7am-3:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nimesh Patel can be reached on 571-272-2457. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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